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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

The amendment filed on 5/8/2006 has been entered. 
Claims 17 - 20, 22 - 29 are pending in this Office Action. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 17, 19, and 26 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Regarding claim 18, Applicant argued that the present invention is different from 
the prior art because Applicant's invention relies on entries in a table to change a 
trigger. 

The examiner respectfully traverses the applicant's argument because Reuhl 
discloses numerous tables that contain threshold information. For example, Figure 17 
presents a table with competitor's price and seller's price that can be compared. Figure 
20A presents a table with regular price and active price. A person of ordinary skill in the 
art would recognize using a table to store threshold records could be achieved within 
the prior art's disclosure. In addition, cited sections in the prior art (column 3 lines 44 - 
48, column 4 lines 7-10, column 1 1 lines 35 - 44; 53 - 63) clearly suggest such 
threshold records for comparing different prices already exist. 

Based on the foregoing arguments regarding the features of Reuhl's disclosure, 
the examiner concluded that the applicant's disclosure is unpatentable over Lin and 
Reuhl, thus sustaining the 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 17 - 18, 20, 22 - 25, and 27 - 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent Number 6,381,597 issued to Simon M. Lin 
(hereinafter "Lin"), in view of U.S. Patent Number 5,873,069 issued to Douglas G. Reuhl 
et al (hereinafter "Reuhl"). 

As per claim 17, Lin discloses, 

A database used in managing a pricing agent in a computer, comprising: 

a pricing profile table comprising a set of profile records, each record identifying a 

URL site (Figure 2, column 2 lines 53 - 55, column 5 lines 4 - 6), a list of included items 

(column 2 lines 64 - 67), and a pointer to a site template (column 4 lines 49 - 64); 
a site template table comprising a set of site templates, each site template 

comprising instructions for parsing a data stream to identify given data (column 4 lines 

49 - 64); and 

a price table comprising a set of pricing records, each record identifying an item 
name, an associated price value, a date and a time said record was created, and a 
source, wherein price data corresponding to said item name is automatically collected 
with a periodicity equal to the scan interval to produce historical data (Figures 7, tables 
in column 8-9 and 1 0 -1 1 , et seq.). 
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Lin does not explicitly disclose a scan interval, a date and a time said record was 
created, and a source, wherein price data corresponding to said item name is 
automatically collected with a periodicity equal to the scan interval to produce historical 
data. 

However, Reuhl discloses the scan interval, a date and a time said record was 
created, and a source, wherein price data corresponding to said item name is 
automatically collected with a periodicity equal to the scan interval to produce historical 
data (column 1 1 lines 31 - 38, Figures 9 and 1 9, column 3 line 20 - 21 ; 44 - 47, column 
4 lines 12 - 16, et seq.), as well as the elements already disclosed by Lin (i.e. pricing 
agent, list of included items, instructions for parsing, price table). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the data processing art to combine the above two 
references because the scan interval disclosed by Reuhl would have enabled Lin's 
database system to automatically and frequently check prices of a plurality of products 
that constantly changes and provide price comparison among competitors to buyers, as 
taught in Reuhl's disclosure. 

As per claim 18, Reuhl discloses a threshold table comprising a set of threshold 
records, each record identifying a threshold type, a threshold value, and a threshold 
comparison operator (Figures 17 and 20A, column 3 lines 44 - 48, column 4 lines 7 - 
1 0, column 1 1 lines 35 - 40; 53 - 63). 

As per claim 20, Lin discloses, 

A computer used to manage a pricing agent, comprising: 
a browser (Figure 1); 
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a database comprising: 

a pricing profile table comprising a set of profile records, each record identifying a 
URL site (Figure 2, column 2 lines 53 - 55, column 5 lines 4 - 6), a list of included items 
(column 2 lines 64 - 67), and a pointer to a site template (column 4 lines 49 - 64); 

a site template table comprising a set of site templates, each site template 
comprising lexical instructions for parsing a data stream to identify given data (column 4 
lines 49 - 64); and 

a price table comprising a set of pricing records, each record identifying an item 
name, and associated price value, and a source (Figure 7, table in column 8-9 and 10 
-11); and 

code executable in the browser during processing of a given pricing profile record 
for parsing data retrieved form the URL site according to the site template to generate a 
data record for each included item (Figure 4, column 2 lines 55 - 63, column 4 line 36 - 
column 5 line 7). 

Lin does not explicitly disclose a scan interval, a date and a time said record was 
created, and wherein price data corresponding to said item name is automatically 
collected with a periodicity equal to the scan interval to produce historical data. 

However, Reuhl discloses the scan interval, a date and a time said record was 
created, and wherein price data corresponding to said item name is automatically 
collected with a periodicity equal to the scan interval to produce historical data (column 
1 1 lines 31 - 38, Figures 9 and 19, column 3 line 20 - 21 ; 44 - 47, column 4 lines 12 - 
16, et seq.), as well as the elements already disclosed by Lin (i.e. pricing agent, list of 
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included items, lexical instructions for parsing, price table). It would have been obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in the data processing art to combine the above two 
references because the scan interval disclosed by Reuhl would have enabled Lin's 
database system to automatically and frequently check prices of a plurality of products 
that constantly changes and provide price comparison among competitors to buyers, as 
taught in Reuhl's disclosure. 

As per claim 22, Lin discloses the database receives queries from a pricing agent 
(column 2 lines 55 - 57; 65 - 67, column 4 lines 36 - 43). 

As per claim 23, Lin discloses the pricing agent provides data to the database 
using the set of profile records (Figure 2 and throughout the disclosure). 

As per claim 24, Lin discloses the pricing table provides an identification of URL 
sites to be scanned for data (Figure 2, column 2 lines 53 - 55, column 5 lines 4 - 6). 

As per claim 25, Reuhl discloses the threshold table indicates when a threshold 
condition is reached to trigger a threshold event (column 3 lines 44 - 48, column 4 lines 
7-10, column 1 1 lines 35 - 40; 53 - 63). 

As per claim 27, Lin discloses the site templates include matching criteria 
(column 4 line 49 - column 5 line 7). 

As per claim 28, Lin and Reuhl both disclose each site template includes a 
scanning template that indicates how to scan for item names and corresponding prices 
(Lin: column 4 lines 49 - 64, Reuhl: column 1 1 lines 1 - 1 5, et seq.). 
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Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin and 
Reuhl, further in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,370,513 issued to Adam K. Kolawa et al 
(hereinafter "Kolawa"). 

As per claim 19, Lin and Reuhl disclose the database of claim 17 wherein each 
profile record further includes a list of excluded items. 

Lin and Reuhl do not explicitly disclose that information is not collected for a give 
item in the list of excluded items, even if the given item matches an included item in a 
fuzzy matching algorithm. 

However, Kolawa discloses this feature in Figures 3 and 6A, column 6 lines 7 - 
15. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the data processing art to 
combine the above references because Kolawa's method of excluding items would 
have enabled Lin and Reuhl's overall system to recommend items to a user which are 
based on the user's preferences. 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin and 
Reuhl, further in view of U.S. Patent Number 4,992,940 issued to Ross E. Dworkin 
(hereinafter "Dworkin"). 

As per claim 26, Lin and Reuhl disclose the database of claim 25 as discussed 
above in claim 25 rejection. 

Lin and Reuhl do not explicitly disclose a sending of an email. 

However, Dworkin discloses a sending of an email (column 4 lines 13-24, 
column 10 lines 9-17). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
data processing art to combine the above references because Dworkin's method of 
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sending an email would have enabled Lin and Reuhl's database system to 
contact/notify the vendor, supplier, user, or administrator for further actions/services, as 
taught by Dworkin in his disclosure. 

Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin, 
further in view of Reuhl, Kolawa, and Dworkin (The examiner already indicated 
motivations in the rejections above). 

The prior arts disclose, 

A computer used to manage a pricing agent, comprising: 
a browser (Lin: column 1 line 48, et seq.); 
a database comprising: 

a pricing profile table comprising a set of profile records, each record 
identifying a URL site (Lin: Figure 2, column 2 lines 53 - 55, column 5 lines 4 - 
6), a list of included items (Lin: column 2 lines 64 - 67), a list of excluded items 
(Kolawa: Figures 3 and 6A, column 6 lines 7 - 15, et seq.), a scan interval 
(Reuhl: column 11 lines 31 - 38, Figures 9 and 19, column 3 line 20-21; 44- 
47, column 4 lines 12 - 16, et seq.), and a pointer to a site template (Lin: column 
4 lines 49 - 64), wherein price data corresponding to said item name is 
automatically collected with a periodicity equal to the scan interval to produce 
historical data (Reuhl: column 11 lines 31 - 38, Figures 9 and 19, column 3 line 
20 -21; 44-47, column 4 lines 12 - 16, et seq.); 

a site template table comprising a set of site templates, each site template 
comprising instructions for parsing a data stream to identify given data (Lin: 
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column 4 lines 49 - 64), a scanning template that indicates how to scan for item 
names and corresponding prices, and matching criteria (Lin: column 4 lines 49 - 
64, Reuhl: column 11 lines 1 - 15, et seq.); 

a price table comprising a set of pricing records, each record identifying an 
item name, and associated price value, and a source (Lin: Figure 7, table in 
column 8- 9 and 10-11); 

a threshold table comprising a set of threshold records, each record 
identifying a threshold type, a threshold value, and a threshold comparison 
operator (Reuhl: Figures 17 and 20A, column 3 lines 44 - 48, column 4 lines 7 - 
10, column 1 1 lines 35 - 40; 53 - 63), wherein when a threshold condition is 
reached, a message is sent to a user (Dworkin: column 4 lines 13-24, column 
10 lines 9 -17); 

code executable in the browser during processing of a given pricing profile 
record at the scan interval for parsing data retrieved from the URL site according 
to the site template to generate a data record for each included item, wherein 
price data corresponding to said item name is automatically collected with a 
periodicity equal to the scan interval to produce historical data (Reuhl: column 1 1 
lines 31 -38, Figures 9 and 19, column 3 line 20-21; 44-47, column 4 lines 
12- 16, et seq.). 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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